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Rcquest for Oral Argument 

Ronald Hradier licrehy l i i i ic ly '  t i les h i s  Req~iest tor Oral Ai-gument in accord with the 

( 'c i in i i i iss io i i '< r t i l c ~  M r  Br;isher tlesiIc\ the npporttinily lo ;idvocale his positioii orally before 

Llic C'oniinission and l k l s  t h a l  his oral prcseiitatioii ui l l  assicll thc C'ominission 111 resolving the 

i \s i ies Iprcsciited Iliirtliermorc. as disqt ia l i f icat io i i  (thc "death penalty") has heen suggested as thc 

penali!' in thi\  mattcr. M r  Brasher l e e k  thal  h) riglit he i s  entitlcd to a I~ i l l  opportunity lo 

~ d i ~ o c a l e  h i s  pos i~ in i i  As Llic interest\ o f t l i e  defendants i n  this matter are closcly related, Mr 

n i d i e i  1': \ \ i l l i i ig to prcseiit l i i s  oral rirgtinicnt iiidiviclually o r  IoinLly u i t h  co-defendants 

llerpecll'ully wbmittcd. 
Mr Ronald Brasher 

I h t c d  Seixciiibcr 22. 2003 
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